THE   MATERIALIST   CONCEPTION   OF   HISTORY
f' is the revolutionary working-class itself,'* The material
conditions for the end of class antagonism are to be
seen in the fact that the enormous quantity of goods
produced by modern technique would, if only the dis-
tribution were different, suffice to satisfy the needs of
all and to satiate those who are now suffering from
hunger. If Marx had inserted this sentence in his
propositions, the logical gap would have been filled.
It is easy enough to confute what Marx says of past
history ; whereas no one is in a position to confute his
construction of the history of the future. It is as im-
possible to confute as to prove. It is a prophecy and,
being such, shares the nature of all prophecies : it may
come true or it may not. And if a man who believes
he knows the future history of mankind, declares all
history up to the present time to be only the " pre-
history ", he is free to do so. By doing so, he introduces,
consciously or not, a moral element into his theory of
history, an appraisement of all that is behind us ; all
that has been done and achieved up to the time of that
future revolution, is declared to be only a preparatory-
stage of less perfection than the coming perfect state of
society. As Marx, however, is averse to moral points
of view, he cannot openly favour what he condemns,
and so he introduces his moral judgments in the disguise
of a pretended law that is to bring about of necessity
that state which he considers just and desirable.
We pointed out above that this " law ** does not
necessarily result from Marx's theory. From his de-
scription of the process of historical evolution, it does
not follow that the coming revolution must of necessity
produce a state without classes, still less that such a
state would be a permanent one. We have not the
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